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ject Federal Facility. 
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Information and findings of the Inspections are included in the attached 

reports. 
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886-5500. 
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
REGION V 

DATE: { MAR 1986 

SUBJECT- A i r Inspect ion, Glenview Naval A i r Stat ion 
Glenview, I l l i n o i s (4-C246) (A21101) 

FROM Winston Lue, Environmental Engineer wV 
Central D i s t r i c t Off ice (5SCD0) ^•^^-

TO; Engineering Section (5AC) 
ATTN: Hatt le Oeisler (SAC) 

THRU: W i l l i e H. Harr is , Chief 
Central D i s t r i c t Of f ice (5SCD0) 

On February 25, 1986, I conducted an a i r inspection as part of a multimedia 
inspection at t h i s Federal F a c i l i t y . The I l l i n o i s Environmental Protect ion 
Agency (lEPA) was no t i f i ed of the Inspect ion, but did not pa r t i c ipa te . 
Commander Wolcott represented the Glenview Naval A i r Stat ion (GNAS). 

GNAS i s a Naval A i r t ra in ing base used for t ra in ing Navy Reserve personnel 
to f l y hel icopters and transport planes. The U.S. Coast Guard is also 
located at GNAS. 

The Permittee has a boHer house in Bui ld ing 4. There are four Keeler water 
tube bo i l e r s . The lEPA has issued an operating permit for these bo i l e r s . 
Two of the boi lers are rated at 25,000 # steam per hour, one at 20,000 
#/hour and the remaining bo i le r rated at 35,000 #/hour. These bo i lers 
appear to be the only emission sources at t h i s F a c i l i t y . 

One of the two 25,000 #/hour bo i lers and the 20,000 #/hour bo i le r were In 
service at the time of inspect ion. The remaining bo i lers were on stand-by 
status. The steam generated from these bo i lers were used to heat the 
bu i ld ings. No v i s ib le emissions were seen at the time of inspect ion. The 
bo i le rs do not have po l lu t i on control equipment to remove par t icu la tes 
since natural gas is used as the primary fuel for each b o i l e r . Number two 
Fuel Oil can be used as an a l ternate f u e l , however. I t has not been used 
since 1973. Each bo i le r has i t s own stack. 

The Permittee floes not have a Fugi t ive Dust Prevention program, nor have 
they been required by the State to develop such a plan. There are no coal 
or raw materials stored on-s i te . Most of the roads are paved and are not 
wptted during dry weather season. No f ug i t i ve emissions were observed at 
time of th i s inspect ion. 

I f you have any questions regarding th i s repor t , please ca l l me at 353-2750. 

•B;REv i-r«) 



VISIBLE EMISSIONS REPORT 

Source Identification 

Facility 

Source 

Regulation 
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Evaluator's Report 

During the stated periods of observation, the following sources appeared as shown; 
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T 
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Emission Point 
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MEMORANDUM 

MAR t986 
Re: RCRft Inspection 

Glenview Naval fiir Station 
Glenview, Illinois 
IL3 170 0££ 930 (028114) 

From: Catherine ft. McCord Q ^ 
RCRft Enforcement 

To: William Muno, Chief 
RCRft JEi ; i fy rcement ,Sect i o / i (SHE-IS) 

Thru: % V { # i - . _ H ^ 3 4 s f > W c ^ 
Central District Office (5SCD0) 

On February £5, 1986, U.S. EPfl conducted an inspection of 
the Glenview Naval ftir Station, Glenview, Illinois. The purpose 
of this inspection was to evaluate the facility's compliance with 
Federal and state hazardous waste regulations. This facility is 
B.r\ air training facility for the U.S. Naval Reserve. 

In November 1980, the facility filed a Part ft hazardous 
waste per-'mit application for container storage. Hazardous waste 
is currently generated from maintenance and servicing operations. 
This facility does not currently generate a significant quantity 
of waste because of the nature and limited quantity of activity. 
I was told by plant personnel that waste is generally removed 
from the facility in less than 90 days, though this fact is not 
documented by the required paperwork. Waste is currently being 
transported by the facility to the Defense Property Deutilization 
Office, Great Lakes Station. 

It may be advantageous for this facility to consider 
withdrawing its Pav̂ t ft pet-mit application and go to Generator 
status. The facility is not currently in compliance with many 
TSD and generator requirements and eventual compliance with only 
generator regulations may be much easier. This facility may be a 
candidate for fuY^ther enforcement activity because of the curv^ent 
RCRft violations. 

ftttached is a summary of the inspection findings and a 
completed Illinois EPft TSD inspection checklist. 

Feel free to contact me at 886-1478, if you have any questions. 

Attachments 



* MAR t98R 

RCRft INSPECTION 
GLENVIEW NftVflL filR STATION 
GLENVIEW, ILLINOIS 
IL3 170 0££ 930 (C£8114) 

On February £5, 1985. a RCRft compliance inspection was 
performed at Glenview Naval ftir Station, Glenview, Illinois, by 
Catherine McCord, RCRft Enforcement, U.S. EPfl Region V. Illinois 
EPft declined to participate in the inspection. This facility is 
a training station for the Naval Reserve and is only in full 
operation from Wednesdays through Sundays, but a support staff is 
at the facility during the entire week. The Naval Station 
currently has Interim Status for container storage. 

The Naval ftir Station generates hazardous waste 
during aircraft and vehicle maintenance operations. The 
majority of waste is generated from spray paint booth 
operations and the purging and cleaning of spray lines. 
This paint and solvent mixture is accumulated in 55-gallon 
drums. Solvent waste is also generated in two small parts 
degreasing operations in the maintenance and hobby shops. 
Waste solvents include methyl ethyl ketone (MEK), toluene, 
xylene, and lacquer thinner. Waste solvents are 
accumulated in Sgallon and lOgallon containers. 

When waste containers are full, they are moved into a 
fenced and locked area. Facility personnel explained that 
they transport waste to the Defense Property Deuti1ization 
Office (DPDD), Great Lakes Facility, Lake County, Illinois 
(31£-688-3555). I was told that usually only one drum of 
material is allowed to accumulate, prior to shipment to 
DPDO and that shipments are made approximately four times 
per year. Four full 55gallon drums of paint/solvent waste 
were in the drum storage area, along with approximately 15 
smaller waste containers marked spent 1,1,1-
trichloroethane, lacquer thinner, and dry cleaning solvent 
(GDII). Personnel did not know where the dry cleaning 
solvent is being used or specifically what type of solvent 
it is. Two orange 55gallon drums were laying on their 
sides in a drum rack, with funnels in their open bungs. 
This waste material could not be identified by facility 
personnel. 

The following is a general summary of the violations 
noted during the inspections: 

-Waste containers are not properly labeled prior to 
sh i pment. 



-Shipments of waste to DPDO are not manifested. It is not 
known whether DPDO has a permit to take offsite waste. 

-Shipments of waste are not made by a registev>ed 
hazardous waste transporter. 

-Inspection of containers are not performed. 

-Operating and inspection logs are not maintained. 
Documentation on length of waste accumulation is not 
maintained. 

-No training related to hazardous waste management is 
performed. 

-Job titles and descriptions are not maintained. 

-ftnnual reports are not submitted to Illinois EPft. 

-A closure plan and contingency plan have not been 
developed. 
-The facility does not have waste analysis or a waste 
analysis plan. 

-The storage area does not have the required signs. 

-Waste containers were not being stored closed. 
-The waste container bungs were removed and sitting on top 
of their respective containers. 

The facility currently has a 10,000 undergY'ound 
concrete tank for the storage of waste oil. According to 
facility personnel, no material other than waste oil is 
placed in this tank. A total of £,000 gallons of waste 
oil is pumped from the tank twice a year. The facility is 
preparing to award a contract to test and inspect their 
numerous underground fuel storage tanks. I suggested that 
the waste oil tank be inspected and tested as part of the 
same program. 

The facility is currently trying to obtain funding 
for the development of a "hazardous waste management 
plan". It appears that this plan would involve art audit 
of the facility and the development of a waste management 
strategy and required written plans. The facility contact 
was not very optimistic about the funding of this project. 

It is not known whether this facility has any solid 
waste management units. 



RCRA INSPECTION REPORT - INTERIM STATUS STANDARDS 
TREATMENT. STORAGE. AND DISPOSAL FACILITIES 

Form A Generol Facility Stondords 

1. eeneral Infomiotloh 

USEPA Nimber:J. k . ^ ' L X Q j ^ d . 3_i5 ^ Q . lEPA Nijmber:_ _ _ _ 

M e ^ Facility: YES/NO Hotlfled As; T s o Reguloted As: 

(A) Foclllty Name: u.s. M ^ V - GLt(^^(fcx^ ^^^v^L ^ \ (Z sTyqfio'V)-

(B) Street: M A V / A L C\U^ Sr f^nnt ] 

(C) City: hLit^M\e.\tS (D) state: ' " I L (E) Zip Code: 6>C0 3ir. 

(F) Phbne: /^3»2.) feS7-2.2i? 

(H) Operator: K ) . S . t^Nv/y -

( I ) Street: 5AfVlb 

U) City: 

(M) Phone: 

(0) Owner: i) ^ . N I A W 

(P) Street: , 

(Q) City: _ 

(T) Phone: _ 

(G) County: CoO>c. 

(K) State: (L) ZIP Code: 

(N) County: 

5Arv\e 
(R) State: (S) Zip Code: 

(U) County: 

Region : X (V) Dote of Inspection: ^ f ^ B / g<^ (H) Time: (From) 9 o o (To) ^ - I S 

Type of Inspection: RECORD REVIEW 

CLOSED WITHDRAWAL 

m 

SAMPLING CITIZEN COM.PLAlNT 

OTHER PART B 

(Date of Inltlol Inspection) 

(X) Heather Conditions: ^t/MNy ^ g ^ F 

Area Section 

» 

' • 

• 

Class Class 
I II 

(AA) Preparer Information 

Name 

c m ^ \ ^ {\K̂Co(zî  

Agency/TItle _ , ,./ 

Telephone 

TOTAL Class I's & I l ' s 
f r ^ n i _ i M , 0 



III. GENERAL FACILITY STANPARDS; /vj/. 
(Part 265 Subpart B) ''̂  ̂  ̂ -^ APPut/i^c-^^ 

Yes No NI* Remark 

(A) Has the Regional Administrator 
been notified regarding: 

1. Receipt of hazardous receipt or nezaruDUb ^j i 

waste from a foreign source? . ̂  ^ j ( \ 
2. Facility expansion? ^ / / [ 

(B) General Waste Analysis: M o U J A S T ^ A^JALy5,(5 /fOo UA5TF AMACy^lS PLA^^ 

1. Has the owner or operator obtained 
a detailed chemical and physical 
analysis of the waste? X 

2. Does the owner or operator have 
a detailed waste analysis plan 
on file at the facility? _^ 

3. Does the waste analysis plan 
specify procedures for inspection 
and analysis of each movement of . 
hazardous waste from off-site? J ^ 

(C) Security - Do security measures include: 
(if applicable) 

1. 24-Hour surveillance? _X^ 

2. Artificial or natural 
barrier around facility? X 

3. Controlled entry? X 

4. Danger s1gn(s) at . 
entrance? _J^ 

1. Records of malfunctions? _ ) ^ 

2. Records of operator error? _X_ 

3. Records of discharges? X "̂  

*Not Inspected 



IV. PREPAREDNESS AND PREVENTION: 
(Part 265 Subpart C) 

(A) Maintenance and Operation 
of Facility: 

.Is there any evidence of fire, 
'•explosion, or release of 
hazardous waste or hazardous 
waste constituent? 

(B) If required, does the facility 
have the following equipment: 

1. Internal communications or 
alarm systems? 

2. Telephone or 2-way radios 
at the scene of operations? 

3. Portable fire extinguishers, 
fire control, spill control 
equipment and decontamination 
equipment? 

Yes No 

_ A. 

nv Remarks 

X t-oc•^•^o^l 

Indicate the volume of water and/or foam available for fire control: 

(C) Testing and Maintenance of 
Emergency Equipment: 

1. Has the owner or operator 
established testing and 
maintenance procedures 
for emergency equipment? 

2. Is. emergency, equipment 
malntained-Tn operable 
conditions? 

J i _ 

(D) Has owner or operator provided 
Immediate access to internal 
alarms? (If needed) X 

*Not Inspected 



V. CONTINGENCY PLAN AND EMERGENCY PROCEDURES - Continued 

(B) Are copies of the Contingency Plan 
available at site and local emergency 
organizations? 

Yes No NI* Remarks 

_ Ji 
(C) Emergency Coordinator 

1. Is the facility Emergency 
Coordinator identified? X 

Is coordinator familiar with 
all aspects of site operation 
and emergency procedures? 

Does the Emergency Coordinator 
have the authority to carry out 
the Contingency Plan? 

(D) Emergency Procedures 

If an emergency situation has occurred 
at this facility, has the Emergency 
Coordinator followed the emergency 
procedures listed In 265.56? y 

V K MANIFEST SYSTEM. RECORDKEEPING. AND REPORTING 
(Part 265 Subpart EJ 

Yes No NI*. Remarks , 

Does the facility follow the d e f t i ^ ' ^ t . P d O p t ^ PtOTTU2:AT1 o/O 
procedures listed in §265.7V for o p P » C E - ^ ( ^ ^ c A ^ K h i - L ^ 
processing each manifest? j ^ ' 

(A) Use of Manifest System 

1. 

2. Are records of past shipments 
retained for 3 years? ^ Jl _ 

(B) Does the owner or operator meet 
requirements regarding manifest 
discrepancies? 1 ^ 

*Not Inspected 



S e c t i o n G - CLOSURE AND POST CLOSURE ( P a r t 7 2 5 , Subpar t G) 

YES NO NI Keaarks 

C l o s u r e 

a . I s ' t h e f a c i l i t y c l o s u r e 
p l a n a v a i l a b l e f o r i n s p e c t i o n ? > 

b. Has the closure plan been sub- . 
initted to the Director? A 

c. Has closure begun? X 

*2. Post-Closure: Is the post closure _______ 
plan available for inspection? ' ^ / A 

• r" 

* Applies only to disposal facilities. 

G--1 



VII. CLOSURE AND POST CLOSURE 
(Part 26b Subpart G) 

Yes No N I * Remarks 

(A) Closure and Post Closure 

1.* Is the facility closure ' -
plan available for Inspection 
by May 19. 1981? 

2. Has this plan been submitted to 
the Regional Administrator 

3. Has closure begun? 

4. Is closure estimate available 
by May 19, 1981? 

(B) Post closure care and use of property 

Has the owner or operator supplied 
a post closure monitoring plan? 
(effective by May 19, 1981) 

A _. 
JL _ 

X _ 

NfA 

VIII. FACILITY STANDARDS 
(Part 265, Subparts I thru R) 

I 
USE AND MANAGEMENT OF CONTAINERS 

Facility Name: ^gC^-M^iecO MA^JAL /̂'iR ' i r r / ^ d t ' ^ Date of Inspection: Z - 2 . ^ ' S ( n 

Yes No NI* Remarks 

1. Are containers In good condition? X 

2. Are containers compatible w4th 
waste In them? 

3. Are containers stored closed? 

4. Are containers managed to prevent 
leaks? 

5. Are containers Inspected weekly for 
leaks and defects? . 

6. Are Ignltable & reactive wastes 
stored at least 15 meters (50 feet) 
from the facility property line? 
(Indicate If waste 1s Ignjable or 
reactive.) 

X 
• _ J L _ 

_ X _ 
_ X _ 

1. 

\\|c) (t^iptCTlot^ 



Yes No NI' Remarks 

8. ^ / A Has the owner or operator observed the National Fire Protection 
Association^ buffer zone requirements for tanks containing Ignitabl 
or reactive wastes? 

Tank capacity: ^ ^ ^ ^ gallons 

Tank diameter: feet 

Distance "of tank from property ^ine feet 

(See table 2 - 1 through 2 - 6 of NFPA's "Flammable and Combustible Liquids 
Code - 1977" to determine compliance.) 

Facility Name: 

SURFACE IMPOUNDMENTS i^/A 

Date of Inspection: 

1. Do surface impoundments have 
at,least 60 cm (2 feet) of 
freeboard? 

2. Do earthen dikes have protective 
covers? 

3. Are waste analyses done when the 
impoundment Is used to store a 
substantially different waste • 
than before? 

4. Is the freeboard level Inspected 
at least daily? / 

5. Are the dikes inspected weekly 
for evidence of leaks o r ' 
deteric;ation? 

/ 
6. Are reactive & Ignitable wastes 

rendered non-reactive or non-
Ignltable before storage In a 
surface impoundment? (If 
waste Is rendered non-reactive 
or non-ignltable, see treatment 
requirements.) 

/ 
7. Are Incompatible wastes stored 

in different Impoundments? (If 
not, the provisions of 40 CFR 
265.17(b) apply.) ' 

/ 

n 



M 

LAND TREATMENT 

Facility Name: ^^ 

\ , . Is treated hazardous waste capable 
of biological or chemical 
.degradation? 

2. Are run-off and run-on diverted 
from the facility or collected? 
(Effective date: November 19, 
1981)? 

3. Is waste analyzed according 
to 265.273? 

4. If food chain crops are grown 
at the facility, has the owner 
or operator addressed the 
requirements of 265.276? 

5. Is an unsaturated zone moni
toring plan designed and 
implemented to detect the 
vertical migration of 
hazardous waste and provide 
information on the backgVound 
concentrations of the Jiazardous 
waste available? 

6. Does the unsaturate'd zone moni
toring plan addr^^s the minimum 
Information specified in 265,278? 

7. Are records kept regarding appli
cation dates^and rates, quantities, 
and locat)6ns, of all hazardous waste 
placed in the facility? 

8. Are t^e special requirements 
fulfilled regarding land treatment 
of, Ignitable or reactive wastes? 
(Indicate If waste is Ignitable 
/or reactive.) 

9. Are incompatible wastes land 
/ treated? (If yes, 265.17(b) 

applies) 

Date of Inspe/tlon: 

13 



Yes No Remarks 

( I f waste Is rendered non-reactive 
or non-lgnitable see treatment 
requirements) 

I f 'not, the provisions of 40 CFR 
265.17(b) apply. 

(E) Special Requirements for Incompatible 
Wastes. 

Does the owner or operator dispose of 
Incompatible wastes In separate cells? 

I f not, the provisions of 40 CFR 
265.17(b) apply. 

(F) Special requirements for l iqu id wast« 
(effective 11-19-81) 

1 . Are bulk or non-conta1ner1ze^l1quids 
placed In the landf i l l? 

2. Does the l and f i l l have a dJiemically 
and physically res is tant / l iner 
system? 

3. Does the l and f i l l hay4 a functional 
leachate col lection.system? 

4. Are free l iquids stabil ized prior 
to or Immediately after placement 
in the l and f i l l / 

A) 'A 

(G) Special requirements for Containers 
(effective 11-19-81) r 
Are empty containers crushed flat, 
shredded, of similarly reduced in volume 
before being buried beneath the surface 
of the landfill? 

^Not Inspected 15 



A. 

IV. Open Burning 

Only complete this part if the facility open burns hazardous waste. 

Yes No Remarks 

1. Does this facility burn only 
waste explosives? 
(A Uô  answer means other 
hazardous waste is open-
burned. ) 

2. If this facility open-
burns waste explosives, 
does It burn the waste 
at a distance greater 
than or equal to the 
minimum specified distance 

(below) 

Pounds of waste explosive 
or propel 1 ants 

Minimum distance from open 
burning or detonation to the 
property of others 

0 to 100 / 204 m 670 ft 
101 to 1,000 ./. 380 m 1,250 ft 
1,001 to 10,000../ 530 m 1,730 ft 
10,0001 to 30,00p{ 690 m 2,260 ft 

CHEMIC/L, PHYSICAL and BIOLOGICAL TREATMENT 

Facility Name: 

Date of Inspection: 

1. Is equipment used to treat only 
those wastes which will not cause 
leakage, corrc^ion, or premature 
failure? / 

2. Is a continuously fed system 
equipped with a means of hazardous 
waste/inflow stoppage or control 
(e.g/, cut-off system?) 

Yes No KV Remarks 

*̂ Not Inspected 
18 



Yes No NI* Remarks 
' t^lc !(> 

/ 

3. Has the owner or operator addressed 
the waste analysis requirements of 
265.402? 

4. Are inspection procedures followed 
according to 265.403? • -

5. Are'the special requirements fulfilled 
for ignitable or reactive wastes? 

6. Are incompatible wastes treated? (If 
yes, 265.17(b) applies.) 

Note: EPA has temporarily suspended the applicability of the requirements of the hazardous 
waste regulations In 40 CFR Parts 122, 264 and 265 to owners and operators of (1) 
v/astewater treatment tanks that receive, store, and treat wastev/aters that are 
hazardous waste or that generate, store or treat a wastewater treatment sludge which 
is a hazardous waste where such wastewaters are subject to regulation under Sections 
402 or 307(b) of the Clean Water Act (33 U.S.C. 1251 et seq.) and (2) neutralization 
tanks, transport vehicles, vessels, or containers which neutralize wastes which are 
hazardous only because they exhibit the corrosivity characteristic under 40 CFR §261.2 
or are listed as hazardous wastes in Subpart D of 40 CFR Part 261 only for this reasor 

IX 
Complete this section If the owner or operator of a TSD facility also generates 
hazardous waste that is subsequently.shipped off-site for treatment, storage, or 
disposal. 

1. MANIFEST REQUIREMENTS 

Yes No NI* Remarks 

(A) Does the operator have copies 
of the manifest available for 
review? 

(B) Do the manifest forms reviewed 
contain the following Information: 
(If possible, make copies of, or 
record information from, mani-
fest(s) that do not contain 
the critical elements) 

1. Manifest document number? 

X _ 

t-lo KvAf.Hr^C)lt AW^ILAUL 

2. Name, mailing address, telephone 
number, and EPA ID Number of 
Generator 

P 

19 



Omit Section 3 if the facility has Interim status and its Part A permit application 
describes storage 

h ) o - n ^ - -X F A a u r u piO f )P*^i i R)R. iNT^^^i/^ frTF^TU^ , e>uT ib/MOT COP-R . - P N T I / 
r ^^' > 3. On Site Accumulation ^ 

f\uJf^f '̂̂  OF i-r. -FAciurvf 1̂  A/eirHER CornPuff/^(jp-i^,rH //^rtf^iA. 
Yes No NI* Remarks 

1. Are containers marked with " ^^^ , . • _, 
: start of accumulation date? ^ S ^ . ^ e M /̂v .3 

2. Are the containers of hazardous 
waste removed from installation 
before they can accumulate for 
more than 90 days? 

3. Are wastes stored in containers 
managed in accordance with 40 CFR 
Part 265.174 and 265.176 (weekly 
inspections of containers, containers 
holding ignitable or reactive wastes 
located at least 15 meters (50 Feet) 
from facility's property line? 

4. If v/astes are stored In tanks, are 
the tanks managed according to the 
following requirements? 

a. Are tanks used to store only 
those v/astes which will not cause 
corrosion leakage or premature 
failure of the tank? 

b. Do uncovered tanks have at 
least 60 cm (2 feet) of freeboard, 
dikes, or other containment 
structures? 

c. Do continuous feed systems 
have a waste-feed cutoff? 

d.. Are required daily and weekly 
inspections done? 

e. Are reactive & ignitable wastes 
in tanks protected or rendered non-
reactive or non-lgnitable? (If 
waste is rendered non-reactive or 
non-lgnitable, see treatment 
requirements? 

f. Are incompatible wastes stored 
in separate tanks? (If not, the 
provisions of 40 CFR §265.17(b) 
apply) 

21 
*Not Inspected 



TRANSPORTER REQUIREMENTS 
40 CFR Part 263 

Complete this Section if the owner or operator transports hazardous waste. 

I. MANIFEST SYSTEM AND RECORDKEEPING 
(Subpart B) 

Yes No nv Remarks 

Are copies of the completed 
manifests or shipping paper(s) 
available for review and 
retained for three years? _ A _ 

II. INTERNATIOINAL SHIPMENTS 

A. Does the transporter record on the 
manifest the date the waste left the 
U.S.? 

B. Are signed completed manifest(s) 
on file? 

. / 
i\ 

v/ 

A. Does transporter transport 
hazardous waste Into the 
U.S, from abroad? 

B. Does the transporter mix 
hazardous waste of different 
DOT shipping descriptions 
by placing them into a single 
container? 

V. MISCELLANEOUS 

J. ^ / A 

UM<A' (XA«0 

NOTE: If (A) or (B) were answered "Yes" then the Transporter is also a Generator and must 
comply with the Generator regulations. 

'Not Inspected 

23 
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MEMDRftNDUM 

2 WAR 1986 
Re: RCRfl Inspection 

Blenview Naval ftir Station 
Glenview, Illinois 
IL3 170 0££ 930 (CSSllA) 

From: Catherine Pi. McCord Q ^ 
RCRft Enforcement 

To: William Muno, Chief 
RCRft E n f o r c e m e n t , S e c t i o / i (5HE-1E) 

Thru: ^UikW-^.HM^^ y / i ^ ^C^ 
Central District Office (5SCDD) 

On February £5, 1986, U.S. EPft conducted an inspection of 
the Glenview Naval ftir Station, Glenview, Illinois. The purpose 
of this inspection was to evaluate the facility's compliance with 
Federal and state hazardous waste regulations. This facility is 
an air training facility for the U.S. Naval Reserve. 

In November 1980, the facility filed a Part ft hazardous 
waste permit application for container storage. Hazardous waste 
is currently generated from maintenance and servicing operations. 
This facility does not currently generate a significant quantity 
of waste because of the nature and limited quantity of activity. 
I was told by plant personnel that waste is generally removed 
from the facility in less than 90 days, though this fact is not 
documented by the required paperwork. Waste is currently being 
transported by the facility to the Defense Property Deuti1ization 
Office, Great Lakes Station. 

It may be advantageous for this facility to consider 
withdrawing its Part ft permit application and go to Generator 
status. The facility is not currently in compliance with many 
TSD and generator requirements and eventual compliance with only 
generator regulations may be much easier. This facility may be a 
candidate for further enforcement activity because of the current 
RCRft violations. 

ftttached is a summary of the inspection findings and a 
completed Illinois EPft TSD inspection checklist. 

Feel free to contact me at 886-1478, if you have any questions. 

Attachments 




